
L.FlE 0F- HUGH IIEUGIH, D.D. 2.

As ail were equaUly opposud tu ilio circulation of the Apocry-pla, the
sinplu qItu.tiu4 nuoV wii tho AutxilILi*ie w as w %Niîtlhtr tliu,,e rculutiviis
ainount tu a sufficicnt guarantec tii:t tlîcrt wuuld bù tiu mure ApuocryphiaI
circuîlation. Ott tii point ulppu:bitu up)iiiuni were eiit*.!rLined by the Sco>t-
tish Socioties ; and it Nvas found that wvlîilst the grreater îuîuber of Dis-
senting miiii.ýters iverc stisi.i w it the piedgre, the gyre.itur number of those
of tue C stablishrflclt were miot saife,~itybdeause nu Cpeiofo
rerrret, at h:iving vjulatcd t1 law, wusv gYISiven by tho Londoni Coniînittee.

Dr. lleughl Ùook the side of those who were not satisfled witiî the piedge;
and thus alhoughi from Conscientious conviction, yot with great regret, lie
soparated in tliis cause froin Dr. W:îrdlai, :îud ininy brethren wiozn lie

.,glyivlued. Ile iYas too generous to harbour the slightest suspicion that
any ininister of the establishment could be influcnced by otiier motives thai
convictions of conscience. Nor wvould %ve supplose that othor motives, be-
sides crinscientious convictions, had any influence on thi course which Cer-
tain individuals followed iii that controversy unless wo had been assured that
it w'as believed to be so, by conipetent judges at the tinie. iow flîr suchi
feelings of jealousy mniglit oporate iii Ieading on to this breacli we shalh not
deterinine. But the wisdoin of Providence înay perhaps be scen iii allow-
ing it to take place at tis particular time. For lmd ininisters, Establislîed
ai),d Disscnting, continued to co-operate in public institutions ns barmonjous-
IV as thoy ]ad been doing, 1' the Question of Questions" as it baszL been
caIlicd, would not, ini ail probability, have iîad so carly an origin iii Scotland,
and suchi grand rosuits. Dissenting ininisters were not disposed to break Up
their good uttderstanding wvit1î those of the establishmient, and ivere evenl
wilhing. to Wa-ivc- discussion on the other question rather titan seem to vio-
late thie principles of christian cbarity. This perhaps iii part accounts for
the course tak-en by Dr. iletigh, the great controversy of whose life, as his
biogrrapher reinar-s, ivas «'the controversy for christian forboaranico." The
good umdersta-tdin- howvever, ivas brokon on tho ostablishrnont side, by this
Apocryplia 'rovcrsy, for, iviti thic exception of Dr. Heugh, and a fcwv
otlîersi thie Dissenting ininisters wcre iii a groat mensmure left by thoînselves
in the support of tue British and Foreign Bible Society. Lcss liositation
ivas, in consequenco, now feit in oponing their mind on otiier questions, and
especia!ly on1 thc VoluntaL.rv Question, -%vlich completely drew thc line of
deniarcation between thc Establishied and Dissentin1g clergy. Tlius thc very
facet of a breach, to soîne oxtent, by the Apocryplîn question, prepared tlic
imy for thc Voluntary iiovomoent, wliich begran iii earnest on the folloivingr
vear :and it is wvorthmy of renîark that although Dr. Licugli took thec side,
chiefly supported by establishmenut men in the Apocryphal question, yet
tIc saine coiiscicntious conivictions wliiclî dircctcd tlîatcourse carried huan witm
luis owni brethren in this ncw question, whlui soon produced ahncst a comn-
plote severation between the parties who took opposite sides. 0f tho course
and intcrest ivilîich Dr. Ilcuigli took in tie Vohîmîtary question we sliall have
occasion to speak more particularly ;îfterwirds.

Mcanwliilo we inay observe tlîat othor benovolont institutions were if-
fected by the division iu the Bible Society, anid especially thec cause of M\-is-
sions f ur instoad of acting t hgdete difféent denoîniniations began tcA
net more by tlîcmsecIvcs, ni more good ivas donce by the different detioii-
naitiuns aszaiilg mure thait they lîad dune the character of nmesonary
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